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PER CURI AM

Leroy Curtis Richardson, Jr., appeals the district court's
decision denying his 28 U S. C. 8§ 2255 (1988) notion. R chardson
clains his trial attorney rendered i neffective assi stance by fail -
ing to inform him of the consequences of his plea agreenent and
that the district court i nproperly conputed his sentence. The i nef -
fective assistance clains are wthout nmerit, as the record reveal s
t hat Ri chardson was i nfornmed of the consequences of his plea by his

attorney, the plea agreenent, and the court. See Hill v. Lockhart,

474 U.S. 52 (1985); Strickland v. Washi ngton, 466 U. S. 668 (1984);

Bl ackl edge v. Allison, 431 U. S. 63 (1977). Additionally, R chardson

wai ved his right to appeal the sentencing clains by entering into
the plea agreenent, which waived his right to direct appeal. See

Stone v. Powell, 428 U S. 465 (1976). Accordingly, we affirmthe

district court's decision. W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented i n the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not ai d the deci si onal

Process.
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